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I Claims 1 -48 are currently pending in the subject application, and are presently under 
comjideration. Claims 1-17, 26-30, 34, 35, 38-42 and 44-46 are rejected. Claims 18-25, 31-33, 
36, 37, 43, 47 and 48 have been indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent form including 
all off the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Claim 1 has been amended to 
include subject matter from claim 37. Claim 12 has been rewritten to include the subject matter 
of claim 1 9. Claim 28 has been amended to include the subject matter of claim 31. Claim 34 has 
beei amended to include the subject matter of claims 35 and 36. Claim 38 has been amended to 
incliide the subject matter of claim 43. Claim 44 has been amended to include the subject matter 
of claim 47. Claims 32 and 48 have been amended to maintain consistent dependency in light of 
the bther amendments. Claims 19, 31, 35, 36, 43, and 47 have been cancelled. Favorable 
reconsideration of the application is requested in view of the amendments and comments herein. 



I. j Rejection of Claims 1. 28. 29 and 34 Unde r 35 U.S.C. S102(e^ 

I Claims 1, 28, 29 and 34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 7,1 84,490 Bl to Rybicki, et al. ("Rybicki"). Claim 1 has been amended to 
incorporate the subject matter of claim 37, which was indicted to include subject matter that is 
patentable over Rybicki. Claim 28 has been amended to include the subject matter of claim 31, 
which was indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent form. Claim 34 has been amended 
to include the subject matter of claims 35 and 36, as claim 36 was indicated as allowable if 
rewritten in independent form. Claim 29 depends from claim 28 and is allowable for at least the 
sadie reason. It is thus submitted that claims 1, 28, 29, and 34 define patentable invention over 
thelcited art, and the withdrawal of the rejection of these claims is respectfully requested. 

j 

n. j Rejection of Claims 12. 13. 15 and 16 Under 35 U.S. C. S102fe) 

: Claims 12, 13, 1 5 and 16 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,664,921 B2 to Pratt ("Pratt"). Claim 12 has been amended to include the 
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subject matter of claim 19 which has been indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent 
fomi Claims 13, 15, and 16 depend from claim 12 and are allowable for at least the same 
reasons. It is thus respectfully submitted that claims 12, 13, 15 and 16 should be patentable over 
the cited art. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

j 

Illj Ruction of Claims 28. 30. 38 a nd 39 Under 35 U.S.C. 3102(e) 

j Claims 28, 30, 38 and 39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
U.Si Patent No. 7,013,166 B2 to Clifford ("Clifford"). Claim 28 has been amended to include 
the subject matter of claim 31, which has been indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. Claim 38 has been amended to include the subject matter of claim 43 , which has been 
indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent form. Claims 30 and 39 depend from claims 
28 |nd 38, respectively, and are allowable for at least the same reasons. It is thus respectfully 
submitted that claims 28, 30, 38 and 39 should be patentable over the cited art. Accordingly, 

withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

i 

IV. j Rejection of Claim 44 Under 35 TJ.S.C. 8102(e) 

! Claim 44 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Publication No. 2004/0041945 Al to Pugel, et al. ("Pugel"). Claim 44 has been amended to 
include the subject matter of claim 47, which has been indicated as allowable if rewritten in 
independent form. It is thus respectfully submitted that claim 44 should be patentable over the 
cited art. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

i 

t 
\ 

V. l Rejection of Claims 2 and 4-7 Under 35 U.S.C S103(a) 

j Claims 2 and 4-7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ryjiicki in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,081,515 to Toivola ("Toivola"). Claims 2 and 4-7 each 

t 

depend, directly or indirectly, from claim l s which contains subject matter that has been 
indicated as allowable. Claims 2 and 4-7 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. 
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It islhus respectfully submitted that claims 2 and 4-7 should be patentable over the cited art, and 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 



VI.] Rejection of Claim 8 Under 35 TT.S.C. 8103(a) 

| Claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Rybicki in 
vi4 of U.S. Publication No. 2003/01 71674 Al to Jago, et al ("Jago"). Claim 8 depends from 
claiL 1 , which contains subject matter that has been indicated as allowable. Claim 8 should thus 
be allowable for at least the same reasons. It is thus respectfully submitted that claim 8 should 
be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

\li Rejection of Claim 9 Under 35 U.S.C. $103(a) 

v 

I Claim 9 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Rybicki in 
view of Pratt. Claim 9 depends from claim 1 , which contains subject matter that has been 
indicated as allowable. Claim 9 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. It is thus 
respectfully submitted that claim 9 should be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal of this 
rejection is respectfully requested. 



Vni. Rejection of Claims 10 and U Under 35 U .S.C. 8103(a) 

t 

Claims 10 and 1 1 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rybicki in view ofU.S. Patent No. 5,805,983 to Naidu, et al. ("Naidu"). Claims lOand lleach 
depend, directly or indirectly, from claim 1, which contains subject matter that has been 
indicated as allowable. Claims 10 and 1 1 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. 
It i£ thus respectfully submitted that claims 10 and 1 1 should be patentable over the cited art, and 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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IX. f Rejection of Claim 14 Und «r3-S U.S.C. S103(a) 

I Claim 14 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Pratt in 
vie4 of U.S. Patent No. 5,408,690 to Ishikawa, et al. ("Ishikawa"). Claim 14 depends from 
claili 12, which contains subject matter that has been indicated as allowable. Claim 14 should 
thJbe allowable for at least the same reasons. It is thus respectfully submitted that claim 14 
sholld be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

i 

X. j Relation of Claim 17 Und er 35 TJ.S.C. S103(a) 

I Claim 17 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Pratt in 
viei of Pugel. Claim 17 depends from claim 12, which contains subject matter that has been 
indicated as allowable. Claim 17 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. It is 
thui respectfully submitted that claim 17 should be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal 
of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

Xli Rejection of Claims 26 and 27 Under 3 5 U.S.C. S103(al 

I Claims 26 and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Pratt 
in view of Naidu. Claims 26 and 27 each depend, directly or indirectly, from claim 12, which 
contains subject matter that has been indicated as allowable. Claims 26 and 27 should thus be 
allowable for at least the same reasons. It is thus respectfully submitted that claims 26 and 27 
should be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

» 

XII. Rejection of Claim 35 Under 35 U.S.C. S103(a) 

Claim 35 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Rybicki in 
vie'w of Toivola. Claim 35 has been cancelled. 
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Xlli nation of Claim 40 Under 35 U.S.C. Sl03(a) 

! Claim 40 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable over Clifford in 
viev| of Pratt. Claim 40 depends from claim 38, which contains subject matter that has been 
indicated as allowable. Claim 40 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. It is 
thuslrespectfully submitted that claim 40 should be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal 

♦ 

of tliis rejection is respectfully requested. 

XT\f. Rejection of Claims 41 and 42 Under 3 5 U.S.C. 3103(a) 

| Claims 41 and 42 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Clifford in view of Pugel. Claims 41 and 42 each depend, directly or indirectly, from claim 38, 
whiki contains subject matter that has been indicated as allowable. Claims 41 and 42 should 
thus! be allowable for at least the same reasons. It is thus respectfully submitted that claims 41 
andj42 should be patentable over the cited art, and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

! 

Xv! Rejection of Claims 45 and 46 Under 35 U .S.C. $103(a) 

j Claims 45 and 46 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pojel in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,914,437 B2 to Ibrahim, et al. ("Ibrahim"). Claims 45 and 46 
each depend, directly or indirectly, from claim 44, which contains subject matter that has been 
indicated as allowable. Claims 45 and 46 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. 

i 

It ii thus respectfully submitted that claims 45 and 46 should be patentable over the cited art, and 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

»|l Rejection of Claim 3 Under 35 U.S.C. $103(a) 

| Claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Rybicki in 
view of Toivola as applied to claim 2, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,291,924 Bl to 
f> LaiL et al. ("Lau"). Claim 3 depends indirectly from claim 1, which contains subject matter that 
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has leen indicated as allowable. Claim 3 should thus be allowable for at least the same reasons. 
It is ihus respectfully submitted that claim 3 should be patentable over the cited art, and 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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} In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicant respectfully submits that the present 
application is in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of this 
application and that the application be passed to issue. 

| Please charge any deficiency or credit any overpayment in the fees for this amendment to 
our Deposit Account No. 20-0090. 
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